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I. R-VZS7DEBOER

1.1 R-JS527&EF0OHHE

G=(V,E): Ef2Em 7 7, B, k-EA| (k 2 2)
Vonswlitxl,v~w ZEHETD.
f:Vv-=C,
Sy={f}, {eo:veV}: HEEEK
er(v) =1, ey(w) =0, (w#v)
Ag: Sy — Sy 1@(’7"-@ i.e.,
(Acf)( Zf BEREER 3 (adjacency operator)

wey

Ag = {AG DOEFRMEY} : G DART by

Ag BFEE {e,} EERHITINIENE, Ag CR.
(1) Ag C [k, k],
(2) m(k) = 1.

Definition 1 G : Ramanujan &%, Ag @ |\ £ k 723 FTXTOTH, A S2vk-1 %
Aled & &,

V== D¥—F K ((s) 341 7 —FH

) =110-p"

p

Lo L DEEUNS, 57 G- FEEEEETS.

G: k-IER|, Bij
BAEE To,Z1,...,Tn = To 1 Tim1 £ Tig1 (2= 1,2,...,n ) ®& & reduced &\ 5. A
z=(T0,T1,...,%s) XL,z & k BESTESTZAKE
¥ = (z0,21,...,Tny ..., Tq, Z1, - . ., Tn)
ERL. A o IMoBERE 2 T,z= () (k22) LEINARVE X prime W) F
7=, 2 DDA
z:(l‘O)"wzn)) ?:’:(?J’O,---y.’é’n)

¥, ¥« = Tyyaq (mod n) for each t and some fixed d & 725 & &, HV T equivalent TH 5
Lo,
UEDd &T,GoFR-BHOE—F B
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[T X G N® prime reduced 2BABDORMER C LD, /(C) i3 C DESE2FET.

. C

Theorem 1.1 (H) 0 < Res < 1 A0 Z(s) DEAF T Res = % Ficd Bl
+4&1%, G 7% Ramanujan THHI L THD.

i, Z(s) KT A —<w o FREOBHEELXZOND. R-7 T 7TOEROERTOEA
HERZZIChD.

1.2 R-J5T7DH&K
1) A. Lubotzky, R. Phillips and P. Sarnak : 1986, 1988 ([1])
o BEEEITHI A 0EHE = HOEOREF K LD Hecke (FAEOBEHIE.

2) G.A. Margulis : 1988 --- J. of Prob. of Inf. Transmission (vol. 24)

3) A.K. Pizer : 1990 ([2])
4) W.C. Li: 1992 ([3])
5) P.E. Gunnells : 2005 ([4]) --- #1%A9RERE

5) M#ALiE . Ramanujan graphs from modular curves
HY . % E¥¥E
T = PSL(Z)
H* = HTUQU {0}
LE<. T HY HCEAT 5. BRY 57 G(oo) = (V,E) 2R TEST 5
V=H\H'"V>3vwiZxlL,
v~w<s=Iyel, v-0=v, v -c0o=w.

Definition 2 N 2> 2: integer, T['(N) C PSLy(Z) IZxfL,
G(N) =T(N)\ G(co) (as quotient)
757 G(N) 2 EHT 5.
G(N) IZREBNTIIRD L DI bnD -

V(N) = {(a,b) € (Z/NZ)* - (0,0) : (a,b,N) =1} /{1}
E(N) 5 ((a,b), (¢,d)) € V(N) x V(N), ad—be= +1

LB L, G(N) = (V(N), B(N)).

Theorem 1.2 p: odd prime ® & &, G(p) X Ramanujan 77 7 &£ 72%.
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II. LDPC #SDigkDER

2.1 LDPC #&AF

Definition 3 /X5 A—% (n,i,j) b DIEEEY 7 1 HK#ZE (LDPC) f FEE, ek
B T, EFCjEDL IO 1 2L 27 s BRETI HICLWEESH
LDHFTDI L.

miTndl (m>n—k) OLEEBORETH H DEDFIONI LV TEALD w. THY, &
DITDONIVTEAS w, THY,w. <m(<n) DL E REFTII HIZEL>TERSND
BE/FZE2E] LDPCHFEEVWD. ZD L X,

e TV, R:E_Z_I——~.
n

wy n
IR L, BITEIIOEAR—ETRVRETINSEONDHEEIEER LDPC %
R4
’"477—5 n M+ K&V LDPC #5113, Shannon R 1B A B SHELZE T 5 AH1RE
DETEHBTHD I ENABNATND
R.G. Gallager --- MIT %{i w3 (1962) [5]
T OFERIE, sum-product EBIEN BREFOEREEEMCAME THo 2, 5 30 FH
BEH TV,
D.J.C. Mackay (1995), [7]
ILEoTHERERINE.
LDPCHAE%#EHETHHL I—20DFE G 287 7 712 L5 HENS S (MEITEM):
R.M. Tanner (1981), (6]
QETTTEE, J— R 2 BEOITNA—TIIoM, RCLIA—TFIZETH2 2D
BRD)—FOBICBEOCRVERZT 7O L THD, 0TI 7w LT 2 TH
BHEENR—D2EED. ZORBZE2EHRTD 2T 7 7% Tanner 7577 LEEEND.

Example 1 AR D 2¥ 7T 7T, 885 cp,...,c5 ISHFFFE .

. Variable nodes
D RLERL, 0 X1 OEELED. EROF =27 o o o o e
J—FiX, ¢, c, c3 WEHRLTWDH, THiT

c1+co+c3=0 (mod2)

VIO REEHEERELTVSD. xRy 7"(*&@%{4:}:1/‘ Check nodes
5. MO 20DF =y 7 ) — FHERENRDNY T 4 RE 1
FHEEERLTVD

CQ+03+C4=0, 03+C4+C5=O (IIlOd2)
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FLT, ZINODOEEERTZT 2 TNT bL
(c1,¢2y-- -, 05)
DEENRR 1 D 2EHI T INOEBEINDIFF L2 5:
{(00000), (11011), (10110), (01101)}.

LDPC HHIIBELR 2877 7o BERINAIBETHD. ZITHLRIS T 7L —F
IR L THEED EFIZDRVW 7T 702 L THD (“EEICDRD OFERERIT
7220

1. G- C OER

3.1 G.A. Margulis (1978, &%), [8] (1982)

G : HIREE,
ACG :subset, A71=A
D& &, Cayley 757 X(G,A) EIL,E=G,G3g,hicxtL,g~rh<=3Jac A h=ga
DLxEEHTE. X(CA) I kSRS S 7 ThE. ZIT k= A £T5. &,
p: FRE,
G =SLy(F,), |G=p°-p

o (12N L, (1 -—2),  [(10) ., (10
e (0 1) = (07 (08) - (5 0))
LB LE,

Theorem 3.1 (Margulis) Cayley 777 X(G,A) 1%, |[E|=p*—p ® 4TERQIZ T 7T,
FDONE (girth) c 1X

cZZlogag—l, a=1+2

Rt I X(GA N RITTTHEI LB ThMB (1988).

Z? X(G,A) 75, (2(p® - p),3,6)-IER LDPC #5 & KOBIZHERT 5:
) —RELT, GD2o0at— G, G4F=v 7 /)—FELT G4 2ED. ¥
J—=FKGagiZxtl, F=yr/ —FDx
ga2, gaba_l, gb

PEREL, §je Gl LT,

ga=®, gabTla™', gb7'
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EREGETAS. E£72, {a, a7 b, 07 AT ARNORE c OBBRARH o7 & x|
{a?, a2, aba™*, ab~ta™, b, b1} |
I, BER g— 1 X0/ SVEERE L.

Theorem 3.2 LT#HE7x 2877 7%, (2(p® —p), 3,6)- ER|I LDPC HFE5Z#mk L, NE c
=

c@Qlogag—l, a=1++2

oy e I

3.2 J.Rosenthal-P.O.Vontobel (2000), [10]
L-P-S ® Ramanujan 77 7 OEREEZFIA L, #hrHIER LDPC HFE5 @K1 5.

GI = GL 2(]Fq>,
z 0 ,
Dz{(o ) :ze]Fj;}:G @ normal subgroup,
T

G = PGL,(F,) = G'/D,
LD 4G =g —q ThB. G DRI, KCEES T 5:
1 b -
1) (c d)’ d#bc, bc:FE ... ¢#¢g-1) &

2) (2 ;) c£0, d:EE ... qlg—1) @

LI, q: LTS, aeGLy(F,), € FY oA L
(det(za)) B (det(a))
q q

det(a)

BEEIT B, 2D &=,

»Lp:GB&D}—-)( )e{l,—l}

725 o 1X well-defined 72 homomorphism * 52 5.

Remark 1 ¢71(1) = PSL4(F,).
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p,q: BEVWICERDFEH, =1 (mod 4) £ T 5.
p=aj+a+ a3+ a (1)

T p+1EOMEEZHD. ao > 0: odd, a; (1 =1,2,3) : even (Jacobi). ZZT, i e Fr,
P=—1745i%LD,

A= {( _(12::;1;3 Z; J_FZ: ) | (ao,a1,a2,as3) : (1) @ﬁ@}
EB AT =AT,ac AL, deta) =p L7225,
XP4 = X(G,A) : Cayley 77 7

Theorem 3.3 p,g =1 (mod 4) : EWIIERDIFRE, (g) =-10DLE, XP93 ¢®—gq
ER%ZHo 258777, Ramanujan 77 7 THAE ¢ iX

c 2 4log, q —log, 4
TR
WiZ, p=5,q=17 DL X (n=g° —q=4806) 12, X517 75 (4896, 3,6)-FEH| LDPC 7
ExERTH: i=4,i =—1inFy,

5=al+al+al+al
Ep+1=6{EDHEELHD:

(1,£2,0,0), (1,0,£2,0), (1,0,0,£2).

AL (18 0 [ 1 2 o[ 1 48
A 0 1%8 )’ 2 1 )’ +8 1

ADEITLD det =5 (mod 17) TH 5. Cayley 75 7 X3 1X2 8T 7 7 OEERFFD.
ZLT, 2B ROLSIZLDPC FEMELNLS.

TH ) — RFE LT PSLy(Fy) @ 2003—V,V F=xvr )—F&LT,PSL,(Fy;)
O right coset Va € PGLo(Fy7) & 55, v €V T va, vb,ve &, v €V IZ Ta~t, 9b71, vc~?
PERLEGESED. codebit TV &V TREND. ZORER, B E n = 4896, parity-check
FEIAOEK m = 2448 @ (3,6)-EH| LDPC #5245 © 1172 (Ramanujan-Margulis %5 &
HLYI).

O
O
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Remark 2 (Vv / URFE (BIEHRFSEEE) : 1948)

Rl BEBEZERLADHALILLEZIEKRT, GEFHEOEKEL BERER &
AL

R2 %/ VOBEBHSLER: ¢ TBREROBERFEK#0L4T5. K>R7i
DEEBEDOEE R LEBEDPBRE n IZH LT, FELEZ R ELLES SN2V
P, BPRAXTEZONDIHFER N D g7y I BB EETS -

Pe é CIQ—Csz

TIT, e, iTBERE ROBIZI-THRESIEHTHS.
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